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ligatory Formal Registration : Appl. 10/505,353 (PCT/EP02/02302) 
6mmissionerfor Patents, P.O. Box 1450 Dr.Y.Zagyansky, Entraide, 22 rue Ste Marthe 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 USA 75010 Paris France 

Paris, 22nd March 2007. 

I ACCUSE RULING TOTALITARIANISM, ALREADY, TO DECIDE TO LIE EVEN FOR HIGH 
MEMBER OF GOVERNMENT. DIRECTOR OF USPTO, APPOINTED PERSONALLY BY PRESIDENT 
OF UNITED STATES (executed even bv some Examiner BUT BACKED BY ACCUSED 
OVERPOWERFUL CRIMINAL ORGANIZATION). IS IT OBLIGATORY FOR EACH MEMBER OF US 
GOVERNMENT TOO, EXCEPT PRESIDENT KENNEDY? Abandonment (moreover invented 8 
months later as "bv anyway") is openly FALSE: accepted de facto Petition for extension of time 
was obviously present in my Immediate Communication (of 04/20/2006, S3). USPTO became 
accused Tyrannical Organization, AS A WHOLE, of intentional enduring Crime against Humanity, 
Banditry and Brigandage with persistent accused falsifications bv anyway, except only honest 
way, because USPTO must know that thev cannot make CONCRETE critigue against! To 
Tribunal accused Totalitarian criminals. To stop Hands of accused, already traditional. Butchers. 

Mr. Jon Dudas (personally), Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and 
Director of USPTO [copies to Dr.John Dole (Commissioner for Patents), Margaret Focarino 
(Deputy Commissioner for Patent Operations), Jay Lucas (Deputy Commissioner to Patent 
Examination and PCT cooperation). 

Dear Highest Responsible of Government! Without any law and respect of naming by President 
of United States of America, this Governmental Office, already as a whole , is accused in 
usurping of Rights of Tyrants, Butchers, Bandits, Brigands, continuing openly to demonstrate 
real face of such "Civilization", based on open falsifications and Criminal Demagoguery. 

§1 . Accused proven intentional Crime of surely illiterate Primary "Examiner". Normally, 
Nobody in the World can prove clearly that Examiner of American Government is criminal 
Butcher, Bandit and Brigand, especially while he only proclaims song, suitable FOR ANY 
application, that cancels whole Revolutionary Application of sure basic end of dangerous 
diseases justly. And it was grandiose chance of Progressive Humanity that only due to really 
fantastical grotesque of even sole concrete example, everyone is sure now that Primary 
"Examiner" Jeffrey Stucker does not know the elementary, the basic and surely he could not 
even read Application of revolution with century in forward (moreover). And he was realizing it 
perfectly. 

§2. Exemplary Courage (very short) of Director of USPTO. After receiving such grotesque, 
addressed personally to you (08/12/2006), such Primary "Examiner", accused in Crime against 
Humanity, was immediately (Register) dismissed from this Application (ALSO WITH OLD 
SUPERVISER FOR THIS APPLICATION!). 

S3. New reverse in Governmental Office: again towards accused crime against Humanity. 
Office cannot honestly write any critigue WITH concrete argumentation (that USPTO was obliged 
after proofs to be as real impostor with accused criminal false proclamations without sense 
beneath). But in 4 months (11/15/2006), new Examiner Michelle Horning very logically was forced 
(and of course backed?) to deny decision of Governmental Direction of USPTO, because very 
unusually, she signed very short letter only with ALSO NEW Supervisor of this Application 
(Mr.B.R.Campell). Moreover, they BOTH know the surely proven illiterate level of dismissed 
"Examiner" (and also dismissed ancient Supervisor!), making (anyway!) intentional illegal 
confirming silence about it. The question is: "Can the illiterate man, who de facto cannot 
understand and read invention AT ALL, criticize it?". Of course not! So it is illegal penal 
"Examination". Consequently, their new letter is also intentionally penal and represents the 
accused Crime against Humanity: in spite of above evidence, THEY asked me "to respond to the 
rejections" (of penal illegal "Examination" that they did not deny, because it is surely 
impossible). Although, moreover, I well answered even for such letter, except complete really 
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boy-like unimaginable galimatias , as matrix for any application (without reading it and without 
any concretization consequently) of surely uneducated Examiner: it was not slip. But Newly 
appointed Examiners (even after unprovable normally order to refuse again) were again free (up 
to you) to criticize Application but (especially after such previously accused criminal Intentional 
organized IMPOSTURE FOR BANDITRY AND Brigandage), thev were obliged now to give 
concrete very detailed support to unvaluable proclamations of such surely discredited 
Governmental Office which made already proven intentional crime of accused intentionally false 
proclamations behind the mark of USPTO. So these Examiners were accused (in my new answer) 
in that they know that they cannot criticize concretely and hide behind accused illiterate criminal. 
Anyway, if they would have the same proofs (already as concrete proofs finally) as proclaiming 
illiterate non-read (with prepared in advance stamps?) accused criminal, this accused criminal 
(1 st one) is fantastical clairvoyant and should go to work in circus. 

64. USPTO. "as a whole", knows that thev cannot make finally concrete critique against, so 
thev make accused new impertinent falsifications in 8 months, confirming all accusations! Such 
fiascos, revealed only accused destructive task of any appointed Examiner of Totalitarian US 
Patent Office, wherein Examiners carefully avoid only honest way because they know that 
honest way of concrete critique is incompatible with such task: TOO PERFECT INNOVATION! 
New Examiner declares (03/06/2007) "Abandonment" of Application because my answer was 
received "only" 07/20/2006 (received Fax was at 07/12/06- see Register) and "Application became 
abandoned, on 27 July 2006". It is a priori impossible absurd because these new Examiners 
could not be appointed for abandoned Application. NONSENSE! Moreover, at 11/15/2006 (§3 
here), specially (very unusually, exceptionally) BOTH (New Examiner and also New Supervisor) 
did not mention about "abandonment" (as it took place 4 months ago) but wanted new answer 
for criminal uneducated fof this one who did not (and could not) even read!! proclamations. And 
correspondingly, they both were also accused in "Crime against Humanity, ASS-Banditry and 
Brigandage" (YZ: 1 1/25/06- §3 here). 

Without doubt, the continuing numerous events of the above confirmed that, together with 
Director of USPTO personally, USPTO already accepted (and had to accept in view moreover of 
surely proven intentional destructions) my "petition for extension of time", sent immediately 
(04/20/06- §3 here) at the same day!! of delayed receiving of USPTO letter (of 01/27/06). 

This must completely contradict to High Decision of Governmental Director of USPTO 
[personal addressee of my (surely accepted as in time) letter] to dismiss BOTH Examiners 
(Supervisor and Primary one) (sure fact: and BOTH)! I ACCUSE RULING TOTALITARIANISM. 
ALREADY. TO DECIDE TO LIE EVEN FOR HIGH MEMBER OF GOVERNMENT. DIRECTOR OF 
USPTO. APPOINTED PERSONALLY BY PRESIDENT OF UNITED STATES (54) (exe cuted even bv 
some Examiner BUT BACKED BY ACCUSED OVERPOWERFUL CRIMINAL ORGANIZATION). IS 
IT OBLIGATORY FOR EACH MEMBER OF US GOVERNMENT TOO. EXCEPT PRESIDENT 
KENNEDY? 

...I asked it according to general law: "37 CFR 1.136(a)" (§3 of 04/20/06) [that is only detailed in 
§710.06-1 of "Manual" (MPEP)]. For such described in my letter case (§1, 04/20/06), the "Reset a 
period for reply due to late receipt of an Office action" was obligatory for USPTO, because all 
"conditions (for it) are met" by me: (a) petition is filed with 2 weeks (the same day in my case), (b) 
a substantial time had elapsed (3 months! In my case) (c) a copy of envelope (which contain 
Office action) was sent (with stamp of "Entraide" in my case, that moreover was surely again 
confirmed by the Responsible with stamp in definitive answer for Office action of 07/12/06). 
These 3 months are automatic without any fees. But I asked 6 months (to pay meanwhile at 
received accord in principle: I never did it before). Again, I received (05/16/06) misleading 
information from (yet not accused) uneducated previous "Examiner" onjy about payable 
extension... So without complication with such accused unanimous Totalitarian destructors, I 
sent answer before 3 months delay according to letter of 27/01/06 (received Fax of 07/12/06- see 
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Register and received letter of 07/11/06) (see also MPEP §710.06- lines 8-9: "5 weeks -> 2 
months"). Moreover, Legislation (Rule 89 EPC with "MOU" of USPTO-EPO; and even §706.04 
MPER supports it: I could not find more precise equivalent of Rule 89 EPC in US Legislation) 
stipulates that: "In decisions of ... OFFICE,., only., obvious (material) mistakes (see PCT 
determination) may be corrected" (and it is called even "fundamental procedural principle"). 

It is too direct attempt to avoid, by any illegal way, the obligingly concrete critique, that 
Governmental USPTO knows that it is impossible at direct accused criminal task, coinciding 
again with Accusation in Crime against Humanity of USPTO as a whole! Shame! 

65. Again Confirmation: very insistent Totalitarian nonanswer for vital procedural question, 
that justly must reveal large series of intentional crimes of USPTO. Justly in connection with this, 
very important vital question of procedure, that I repeated (for instance 04/20/06, 14/25/06) since 
Covering Letter (its §5) at entering into National US phase "about logically obligatory sending of 
final registered letter by USPTO (if there is no Applicant's answer). Because in 37 CFR (§512 
MPEP) ["Certificate of mailing or transmission"], there is no mention about Declaration for 
nonreceiving of USPTO letters". As we see, such clarification potentializes arbitrary of real 
Brigandage with this Application but moreover, it will clarify "classical" way to cut almost ail my 
previous applications. So, it openly cynically confirms criminal character of all events. Please, to 
confirm (this §5 since Covering Letter), however, finally. 

§6. Information about sent Accusation to Supreme Court of United States. In view of gravity of 
accused crime against Humanity with intentional murderers of millions of Humans, Impertinent 
Banditry and High Brigandage, I am sending (03/22/07) the accusation against USPTO as a whole 
Organization to Supreme Court of USA (see copy as Suppl. 1). Your feedback knowledge about 
such grave evident accusation for Highest Court must verify of functioning Ail SYSTEM AS A 
WHOLE: (YZ: ISBNs). 

67. All such concretization already had led to fiasco of ISA (International Searcher) of this 
Application. To prove, that all concretizations with such type of Applications of Scientific 
Theories and their practical Applications already led to complete criminal simple fiascos, I am 
sending my Accusation to Court of US of Europa against ISA- EPO (as US of Europa) of this 
Application, without ANY National Borders in accused heavy Crimes. 
Sincerely yours Dr.Y.Zagyansky 

Supplements: 1. Sent Accusation (03/22/2007) to Supreme Court of US of America). 2. Received 
Accusation to Court of Justice of European Communities (US of Europa) (of 20/02/2007). 

P.S.(1) Shall, after such Spectacular proofs of functioning of SYSTEM of PATENT OFFICES, 
Governmental USPTO change the tactics for censure, as it was especially in well known epoch? 

P.S.(2) One can see {YET COMPLETE) USPTO Register at: http://pair-direct.uspto.gov 





John G Roberts Jr, Chief of Supreme Court Dr.YZagyansky, Entraide, 22 rue Ste 

personally) 1, 1 st Street, NE, Washington D.C., Marthe, 75010 Paris France 

20543-002 USA Paris, 22nd March 2007 

I ACCUSE RULING TOTALITARIANISM, ALREADY. TO DECIDE TO LIE EVEN FOR HIGH 
MEMBER OF GOVERNMENT, DIRECTOR OF USPTO. APPOINTED PERSONALLY BY PRESIDENT 
OF UNITED STATES ($4) (executed even bv some Examiner BUT BACKED BY ACCUSED 
OVERPOWERFUL CRIMINAL ORGANIZATION). IS IT OBLIGATORY FOR EACH MEMBER OF US 
GOVERNMENT TOO. EXCEPT PRESIDENT KENNEDY? TO STOP EVEN ACCUSED OBVIOUS 
CRIME AGAINST HUMANITY. 
Dear Chief of Supreme Court! 

§1. Supreme Court of US of America is indifferent even to accused sure High Assassins of 
Crime against Humanity . For accusation in intentional Crime against Humanity, Intentional 
Assassination of millions, Banditry and Brigandage of Governmental Patent Office of US of 
America (Registered Letter of 07/11/2006 and Fax of 07/12/2006), I did not receive any answer! 

52. Even chance of century cannot punish unpunishable Accused Criminals against Humanity 
in US of America. [As for instance, with accused Guard (as too evident Assassins) of even 
President Kennedy, who approached itinerary justly to house (and bushes) with executors in the 
same morning of assassination and who NEVER were even asked about it by also special State 
"Commission" of "Judge" Warren- see YZ: ISBN]. However, only due to extraordinary chance, 
the Accusation was simply really proven, and I could write letter to you. Primary Examiner 

(Mr Jeffrey Stucker) destructed sure means against AIDS, cancer, Mad Cow, although he not 
only did not read the essential of Revolutionary Application ["End of AIDS for General Virology, 
based on profound science as protein foldings: safe vaccines, universal antimicrobial means, 
mad cow end"- N°US 10/505,353 (PCT/EP02/02302)], but he a priori surely could not read it, and 
he knew it perfectly. Having unlimited power, such accused Assassin, Bandit, Gangster as 
representative of CRIMINAL ORGANIZATION with unlimited power could do it only proclaiming 
("normally") without ANY concretization and nobody could do nothing against accused 
Organization with unlimited Power. Only bv chance, one sole example (wherein he was even 
sure) revealed that "Examiner" SURELY does not know the elementary, the basic, but 
Application was revolution with century in forward! 

53. Supreme Court indirectly really helps to accused Criminals against Humanity? Why else 
this terrible criminal silence against Organized High Crime? After my parallel letter (07/1 1/2006) 
personally to Mr. Jon Dudas (Under secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property, Director of 
USPTO) (with the essential of my letter to you), this accused really illiterate but specially 
appointed accused Criminals against Humanity were rapidly dismissed. Because Director of 
USPTO accepted the elementariness of accused proven crime against Humanity. And USPTO 
began logically to wait the reaction of Supreme Court in proven accusation of intentional Crime 
against Humanity! But in viewing your complete ignorance of even such too heavy and 
elementary Crime, the accused Criminals began openly to move in opposite sense. After such 
revelation of accused Bandit's proclamations without reading (as proven) (surely caught in 
intentional crime!), USPTO was obliged to make concrete argumentations as in elementary 
Civilization finally. But accused criminal Organization could not (and cannot!) do it , because 
they must know that it is the best Patent. So BOTH New Examiners asked me to answer again 
(without any precision again) for letter written without any concretization by really proven 
illiterate who wrote it like this surely without reading the Application, that had already to be 
accepted as simple crime by Director of USPTO personally (What is the problem to write the 
critique with arguments in understanding Application: thev know that thev cann ot do it!). And 
this reverse was done because Supreme Court of US of America is at least indifferent to accused 
Criminals against Humanity in complete murderous silence even in such case of chance! It looks 
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already that Accusations of Presidents (of sovereign countries) against US Government as that 
of terrorists who plant Bombs (see: also accused Assassins against Humanity) is correct. 

§4. Accused criminals know perfectly simplicity of surely DONE Crime and try to find formal 
obstacle to execute their crime ANYWAY (even in 8 months AFTER surely accepted answer). In 
my answer, I accused these new accused Criminals in illegal reverse and their responsibility in 
surely accused proven crime against Humanity. So at complete benefiting silence of Highest 
Court of US of America even in simply proven accused Crime against Humanity, the accused 
Organized Crime, changed its decision even in 8 months: Governmental USPTO newly wrote that 
I did not ask "extension of time" (and application is formally abandoned), that I simply asked . 
Simplicity is fantastical and it is only because USPTO knows that they cannot criticize 
concretely and must grant the best Patent. So USPTO as a whole goes until accused Crime 
against Humanity, open Banditry and High Brigandage. Supreme Court must stop such accused 
too primitive Butchery. 

This (with §3) must completely contradict to High Decision of Governmental Director of USPTO 
[personal addressee of my (surely accepted as in time) letter] to dismiss BOTH Examiners 
(Supervisor and Primary one) (sure fact: and BOTH)! » ACCUSE RULING TOTALITARIANISM. 
ALREADY. TO DECIDE TO LIE EVEN FOR HIGH MEMBER OF GOVERNMENT. DIRECTOR OF 
USPTO. APPOINTED PERSONALLY BY PRESIDENT OF UNITED STATES (executed even bv 
some Examiner BUT BACKED BY ACCUSED OVERPOWERFUL CRIMINAL ORGANIZATION). IS 
IT OBLIGATORY FOR EACH MEMBER OF US GOVERNMENT TOO. EXCEPT PRESIDENT 
KENNEDY? 

65. All mv applications, costing milliards, are under the same accused High Brigandage and 
Banditry. I can resist only due to revealing of simple ANECDOTIC causes! It is real Infernal 
Machinery against honest Antifascists (I am author of numerous antifascist books- ISBN). My 
other too Revolutionary Application [US 10/508,967 (PCT/IB03/03315) "PostEintsein-Bohr 
definitive End...", producing accelerators with particles with superlight speeds is stopped 
because of sure anecdote, that fortunately I could simply reveal. (Because Governmental Office 
legitimised usurpation of law and if it is not so simple as "for boys", any proof is impossible!). 
USPTO Examiner (moreover also surely proven as illegal unskilled man) forbids the patent by a 
priori Anecdote, that I cannot have claims for scientific laws and phenomena (not as such!) 
because it will forbid to use such law in life. It is a priori nonsense, because there must be even 
thousands of US Patents with such claims for molecules of life (as insulin), but nobody pays to 
owners of such US Patents to be alive!! But it is accused robbing of milliards by Government! It 
is real Nightmare, that I can resist only due to revelation of such a priori anecdotes, (see my 
accusation to USPTO of 03/22/2007). 

§6. IT IS SYSTEM of Patent Offices! It really looks even as World Infernal Machinery of accused 
Assassinations, Banditry, Brigandage without National Borders. In the case of European Patent 
Office, the systematic series of proven falsifications even at level of Office Board ("Judges") are 
proven much more detailedly. Moreover there is no any_ National Border between accused 
Criminals of really US of Europa, that proves common Nightmare Machinery of US of America 
and Europa of SYSTEM of Patent Offices. And it is justly fixed with World Patent Organization 
(WIPO) too: new nondangerous nuclear energy: already milliards of milliards. 

Please, to begin from accused sure Butchery of Crime against Humanity in US of America. It is 
preliminary accusation, that can be sent in any desired by you Form. I ask to use Federal rules of 
Criminal Procedure. According to 35 USC 211 and MPEP, Ap R (Patent Rules), §104.4: "Nothing 
in this part waives or limits any requirement under Federal Rules of ..Criminal Procedure". 

Supplements: (1) HISTORICAL ACCUSATION for Court de Justice of European Communities 
(02/20/2007: received). (2) Accusation in Crime against Humanity (letter to Director of USPTO of 
03/22/07- Appl. US 10/505,353 (PCT/EP02/02302). (3) Accusation in anecdotic simple Brigandage 
and Banditry (letter to Director of USPTO of 03/22/07- Appl.US 10/508,967 (PCT/IB03/03315). (4) 
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Ancient letter to Supreme Court (07/11/06) with all its Supplements (except N°7). Sincerely yours 
Dr.Y.Zagyansky 

P.S.(1) Such scandalous silence at Accusation in HISTORICAL intentional Terrible systematic 
Crime against Humanity of US Governmental Patent Office (as a whole) will be known now by 
Naming President and Vice-President of USA (with their Human Ladies, including Mrs State 
Secretary: TERRIBLE "fantastical" REALITY) , Attorney General A.R. Gonzalez and Leading 
Senators: Kennedy, Byrd, Reid, Durbin, McConnell, Lott, Leahy, Lieberman, H.Clinton, Biden. 

P.S.(2) One can see [YET COMPLETE) USPTO Register at: http://pair-direct.uspto.gov 
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